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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122 (b) , by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

2. Claims 1-5,8-10,12,13,17-19,21,24-26,28, and 29 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Moncibais (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0103878). 



3 . Referring to method claim 1 and computer readable medium 
claims 17, Moncibais teaches a method for configuring a resource 
to interact with a network, comprising: 

obtaining a set of configuration information (see paragraph 
76 on page 8) ; 

upon obtaining said configuration information, 
automatically performing the following operations: 
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configuring a resource in accordance with at least a 
portion of said configuration information (see paragraph 76 on 
page 8) ; 

registering the resource with a domain on a network (see 
paragraph 76 on page 8) ; and 

establishing a user account on the domain to enable a user 
to log on to the domain (see paragraph 76 on page 8) • 

4. Referring to method claims 2-4, Moncibais teaches the 
operations of configuring the resource, registering the 
resource, and establishing a user account, are all performed 
without user intervention (see paragraph 14 on page 2, wherein 
Moncibais teaches automated configuration) . 

5 . Referring to method claim 5 and computer readable medium 
claims 18 and 19, Moncibais teaches at least a portion of the 
configuration information is imbedded within a computer program, 
and wherein obtaining the configuration information comprises 
extracting rhe portion of the configuration information from the 
computer program (see paragraph 76 on page 8, wherein Moncibais 
teaches sending setup instructions to the computer) . 
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6 . Referring to method claim 8 and computer readable medium 
claim 24, Moncibais teaches at least a portion of the 
configuration information is user-specifiable (see paragraph 76 
on page 8, wherein Moncibais teaches the configuration is based 
on the business owners specified needs) . 

7 . Referring to method claim 9 and computer readable medium 
claim 25, Moncibais teaches the configuration information 
comprises network settings for enabling the resource to 
communicate with the network, and wherein configuring the 
resource comprises updating the resource with said network 
settings (see paragraph 7 on page 1 and paragraph 6 0 on page 6) . 

8 . Referring to method claim 10 and computer readable medium 
claim 26, Moncibais teaches the configuration information 
comprises resource-specific information, and wherein configuring 
the resource comprises updating the resource with said resource- 
specific information (see paragraph 7 on page 1 and paragraph 60 
on page 6) . 

9. Referring to method claim 12 and computer readable medium 
claim 28, Moncibais teaches establishing a local user account on 
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the resource to enable the user to log in to and access the 
resource (see paragraph 7 on page 1) . 

10. Referring to method claim 13 and computer readable medium 
claim 29, Moncibais teaches establishing a permission within the 
resource to enable the user to use the resource to log on to the 
user account on the domain (see paragraph 11 bridging pages 1 
and 2, wherein Moncibais teaches having different levels of 
access for users) . 

11. Referring to claim 21, Moncibais teaches the program 
instructions further comprise instructions for causing one or 
more processors to receive a set of input and instructions for 
causing one or more processors to imbed said set of input within 
said computer program as said portion of said configuration 
information (see paragraph 76 on page 8, wherein Moncibais 
teaches collecting the business owners specified needs to set up 
the configuration information) . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 

disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 

art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 

the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 

art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 

negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 6,20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Moncibais in view of Ylonen (U.S. Patent 
No. 6, 782, 474) . 

14. Referring to claims 6,20, and 22, Moncibais fails to teach 
that a portion of the configuration information is encrypted, 
and wherein extracting said portion of said configuration 
information comprises decrypting the portion of the 
configuration information. 

Ylonen teaches, in an analogous method the above limitation 
(see lines 24-40 of column 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Moncibais with the above teachings of Ylonen. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order to secure the configuration information 
from would-be hackers. 
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15. Claims 7 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Moncibais in view of 0' Toole et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,345,294 hereinafter "O'Toole")- 

16 • Referring to method claim 7 and computer readable medium 
claim 23; Moncibais fails to teach retrieving the portion of the 
configuration information from a registry associated with the 
resource . 

0' Toole teaches, in an analogous system, the above 
limitation (see line 21-39 of column 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Moncibais with the above teachings of 0' Toole. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification because 0' Toole suggests more comprehensive 
configuration information can be stored in the registry (see 
lines 21-39 of column 3). 

17. Claims 11,15,16,27, and 31-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103 (a) as being unpatentable over Moncibais in view of Kruglikov 
et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0198900 hereinafter ''Kruglikov"). 
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18. Referring to method claim 11 and computer- readable medium 
claim 27, Moncibais fails to the configuration information 
comprises account information pertaining to an administrator 
account on the domain, and wherein logging on to the domain 
using said account information is automatically performed before 
registering the resource and establishing the user account. 

Kruglikov teaches, in an analogous system the above 
limitation (see paragraphs 29-32 on pages 2 and 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Moncibais with the above teachings of Krugiklov. One 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make 
such modification because the system administrator will already 
have an authorized account to log on to the domain with to 
access configuration information that most other users wouldn' t 
have access to. 

19. Referring to method claims 15 and 16 and computer- readable 
medium claims 31 and 32, Moncibais fails to teach each account 
has a profile associated therewith which defines an operating 
environment, wherein the resource comprises an existing account, 
and wherein copying a profile associated with the existing 
account into a profile associated with the user account is also 
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automatically performed and installing on the resource a 
computer program, which may be executed by the resource to copy 
a profile associated with one account into a profile associated 
with another account is also automatically performed, 

Krugiklov teaches, in an analogous system, the above 
limitations (see paragraphs 2 9-32 on pages 2 and 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Moncibais with the above teachings of Krugiklov. One 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make 
such modification because Krugiklov teaches this limitations 
saves time when configuring a new profile by importing common 
configuration parameters from an existing profile into a new 
profile (see paragraph 31) • 

20. Referring to computer-readable medium claims 33 and 34, 
Krugiklov further teaches the program instructions are embodied 
in a computer program having a first name, and wherein said 
program instructions further comprise instructions for causing 
one or more processors to install said computer program onto the 
resource (see paragraphs 30 and 31) and wherein said 
instructions for causing one or more processors to install said 
computer program onto the resource comprises instructions for 
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causing one or more processors to rename said computer program 
to a second name before installing it onto the resource (see 
paragraphs 30 and 31) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Moncibais with the teachings of Krugiklov. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order to allow a user to personally customize 
their profile after it has been generically preconf igured. 

21. Claims 14 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Moncibais in view of Traversat et al . 
(U.S- Patent No- 6,161,125. 

22. Referring to method claim 14 and computer readable medium 
claim 30, Moncibais fails to teach the resource comprises an 
established permission, which enables another user to use the 
resource, and wherein establishing a new permission within the 
resource to enable the other user to use the resource to log on 
to the domain is also automatically performed. 

Traversat teaches, in an analogous method, the above 
limitation for allowing any user to access their account 
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preferences through any client on the network (see lines 23-35 
of column 3) • 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Moncibais with the teachings of Traversat . One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order to allowing any user to access their 
account preferences through any client on the network as 
suggested by Traversat (see lines 23-35 of column 3) . 

23. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moncibais in view of Krugiklov as applied to 
claims 33 and 34 above and further in view of Traversat, 

24. Referring to claim 35, the combination of Moncibais and 
Krugiklov fails to teach the program instructions further 
comprise instructions for causing one or more processors to 
determine a current name associated with said computer program; 
and instructions for causing, in response to a determination 
that the current name of said computer program is said second 
name, one or more processors to forego execution of all 
instructions except for said instructions for causing one or 
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more processors to copy a profile associated with one account 
into a profile associated with another account. 

Traversat teaches, in an analogous system, the above 
limitation (see lines 23-35 of column 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Moncibais and Krugiklov with the above teachings 
of Traversat. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order to allow a user to access there individual 
account from any client machine of the network as suggested by 
Traversat (see lines 23-35 of column 3) . 



Conclusion 

25. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. The following 
references are cited to further show the state of the art as it 
pertains to configuring resources to operate in a network: 

U.S. Patent No. 6,012,088 to Li et al . teaches a method and 
system for automatic configuration for an internet access 
device; and 
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U-S, Patent No. 6,026,438 Piazza et al . teaches a system 
and protocol for implementing large scale installation of 
operating and user configuration data without user intervention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Eron J 
Sorrell whose telephone number is 571 272-4160. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 9:00AM - 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jeffrey A Gaff in can be 
reached on 571 272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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